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REMARKS 

Claims 108-109, 1 14-117, 120-123 and 128-138 are pending in the application. 
Applets acknowledge w,th appreciation that claims 134 and 137 would be allowable tf 

re-written in independent form- 

Dependant claim 108 has been amended to incorporate the limitations of claim 134 to whtch 

no rejections apply. Accordingly, claim 134 has been cancelled- 

Claim 1 17 has been amended to delete the word 'about' wluch is objected to by the 

Examiner- 

Cjaitn 135 has been amended to provide proper dependency. 

Claim 137. to which no rejections apply, has been cancelled and rewritten as new 

independent claim 145. 

New claims 146-162 depend from claim 145 and are duplicative of original clmms 109 - 

133, 135-136 and 138. 

Accortngiy. claims 108-109, 114-117, 120-123, 128-133, 135, 136, 138 and 1«-162 wi ll 

be pending upon entry of this amendment. 

The foregoing claim amendments should not be construed as an acquiescence to any of the 
Examiner's rejections and have been made solely to expedite prosecution. 

No new issues have been raised and no additional search should be required based on the 
foregomg amendments. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the amendments be 
entered. Applicants reserve the nghr to pursue the claims as origmally Hied in this or a separate 
application. No new matter has been added. 

Rejection of Claim 117 Under 35 V.S.C. § 112, First Paragraph 
Claiml 17 is rejected as failing "to comply with the written description requirement " In 

parucular, the Exarruner is of the opinion that claim 1 17 "contains new matter by reciting 

'about' the percentage value." 

Wlule in no way acquiescing to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 

expediung prosecution, Applicants have amended claim 117 to delete the word 'about.' thereby 

rendering the rejection moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
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to reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 1 17. 

tfCUm 108-109, U4-U7, 120-123, 12*133 and 138 
Under 35 V S.C.§ 103(a) 
Claims 108-109. 114-117, 120-123. 128-133 and 138 are reject under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) -as 
being unpatentable over Gefter « al. (WC93/1978) in Ught of Bnner er al " In particular, the 
Examiner is of the opinion that the "the PI defined by Gefter et al., reflects the percentage of 
individuals that show positivity responses (as measured by a T-cell stimulation index," From thts, 
the Examiner conclude, ** "ix would have been obvious to set a lower limit upon the W to 
assure that a substantial portion of individuals may be effectively treated." 

While m no way acquiescing to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 
expediungprosecurion, Applicants have amended 108 and depend claims thereof to 
incorporate the limitations of claun 134. Claim 134 is not subject to the abovementione4 
rejection. Therefore, this rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 10W«, 1 14-1 17, 
120-123, 128-133 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Rejection of Claims 108-109, 114-117, 120-123, 128-133 and 138 
Vnder 35 U.S.C§ 103(a) 
Claims 108-109, 114-117. 120-123. 128-133 and 138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
being unrentable over Gefter et al. in lighr of Bona et al. and in view of Griffith et al. 
(US5.710.126)." In particular, the Examiner is of the opinion that "Griffith et al. teach that it was 
known to select therapeuuc peptides according to both a stimulation index and a positivity index " 
Furthermore, the Exammer states that Applicant "has no data demonsrratmg that W is better 
that '100' or '200' taught by Griffith et al." 

While in no way acqmescing to me Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 
expediting prosecution, Applicants have amended claim 108 and dependant claims thereof to 
incorporate the limitations of claim 134. Claim 134 is not subject to the abovemeniioned 
rejection. Therefore, tins rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
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req uest that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims !08-l09, 114-1 17, 
120-123, 128-133 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Rejection of Claims 108-109, U4-U7, 120-123, 129, 131, 133 and 138 
Under 35 V.S.C.§ 103(a) 
Claims lOS-iC* 114-117, 120-U3, 131,133 and 138 are reject under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

^ingunpatentableover^^ 

of Griffin et al. CUS5.710.126)." In panicular, the Examiner is of the opinion that Rodgers et al. 
teaches "the rherapeuxic use of peptides, which have a T cell stimulation index of a, least 3.5. 

ririffith et al teach to select for "therapeutic peptides 
Furthermore, the Examiner states that Griffith et al. teacn to 

according to a stimulation index and positivity index." 

While in no way acquiescing to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 
expediting prosecution, Applicants have amended claim 10B ^dependant claims thereof to 
incorporate the limitations of claim 134. Claim 134 xs not subject to the abovementioned 
rejection, Therefore, this rejection is now moot. Accordingly. Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 108-109, 114-117. 
120-123. 131, 133 and 138 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a)- 

Rejection of Claims 136 Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
Claim 136 isrejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) "as being unpatentable over Gefter et al. in 
Ught of Bnner et al. as applied to claim 108 andin further m v.ew of iitwm et al." In particular, 
the Examiner is of the opinion that litwin et al. show that, "in treating allergic patients with a 
nature of peptides, it was known to increase the subcutaneously administered doses gradually, 
during initial treatment regimen " The Exammer further states, "it would have been obvious to 
l*ewise administer the peptides . .. according to a regimen that would permit one to check for 
adverse reactions to the treatment before giving the highest doses." 

While in no way acqutescing to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the .merest of 
expediting prosecution. Applicants have amended claim 108 and dependant claims thereof to 
incorporate the Umitations of claim 134. Claim 134 is not subject to the abovementioned 
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U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Ejection of Claims 136 Under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) 
Cairn 136 U rejected under 35 U.S.C. 5 103(a) "as being unpatentable over Gefter et al. in 
l lgh t of Bnneretal.andin vie. of a***** - applied. clai m l08 ^d in funber in view of 
Utwin et al. 7 * 

While in no way acquiescing to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 

incorporate the notations of claim 134. Clahn 134 i, not subject to the abovemenuoned 
section. Therefore, this rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfuUy 
truest that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 136 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Rejection of Claims 136 Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
Claim 136 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) "as being unpatentable over Rogers et al. in bght of 
Briner et al. and in view of Gnfftft et al. as applied to claim 108. and in further m view of lirwin et 
al." 

White in no way acquiescmg to the Examiner's rejection, and solely in the interest of 
expedmngpro^ution, Applicants have amended claim 108 and dependant claims thereof to 
incorporate the hmitations of claim 134. Claim 134 is not subject to the abovementioned 
rejection. Therefore, this rejection is now moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfuUy 
request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 136 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a)- 
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Based on ,he foregoing, reconsiderarion and allowance of ail ,ltt pending claims U 
respectful!, reared. If arrtephone conversion w,,h Applicant Acromev — 
prosecution o, *. above-idenuf.*. application. UK Examine, is urged ,o cal. ,ne undersized , 

(617) 227-7400. 

Respectfully submitted. 




A 



Jianni M. DiGioi 
Regjso- 41.710 
Attorney for Applicants 




LAHIVE & COCKFIELD, LLP 
28 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel. (617) 227-7400 

Dated: nrmter 28. 2003 
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